
(916) 445-3237 

May 30, 1978 

Mr. E. F. Wanaka 
Contra County Assessor 
834 Court Street 
Martinez, CA 94553 

Attention: T. M. Rodgers 
Exemption Section Supervisor 

Dear Ms. Rodgers: 

This is in response to your letter of Nay 5, 1978, 
to Mr. Glenn Rigby concerning the restoration of a homeo-mers' 
exemption which was terminated after the Advice of Termination 
card was returned to your office by the Post Office marked, 
"Undeliverable as Addressed; Unable to Forward." Specifically, 
you present the factual situation of a homeowner qualified for 
the exemption in 1974 and who received the continuous exemptLon 
in 1975. Xowever, because of mail problems, the homeowner 
obtained a Post Office Box in 1976 to which the Post Office 
was unable to forward his Advice of Termination card. ?l3rsuant 
to Section 255.6 of the Revenue and Taxation Code and Property 
Tax Rule 135(c), the assessor's office terminated the exemption. 
You ask whether the assessor can now restore the exemption to 
the homeowner for 1976, 1977 and 1978 upon proof that the 
homeowner owned and occupied the property as his principal place 
of residence for those years. 

Although your office terminated the exemption in 
accordance with the procedures set forth in Rule 135(c), it is 
possible that further verification upon receipt of the returned 
Advice of Termination card would have established that the 
homeowner was still eligible for the exemption. Therefore, it 
is our opinion that in such a situation, the assessor may correct 
the roll pursuant to Section 4831 of the Revenue and Taxation 
Code and the homeowner may file for a claim for refund. This 
opinion is based on (1) the existence of a valid exemption 
claim on file, (2) the lack of further verification upon receipt 
of the returned Advice of Termination card, (3) the non- 
cancellation of the exemption by the claimant, and (4) the 
continuous-eligibility for exemption of the homeowner 
years at issue. 

Very truly yours, 

for the 

MCC ?? Qn 

Margaret S. Shedd 
Tax Counsel 



(916) 445-8485 

Er. Bradley L. Jacobs 
Orange County kAm3essor 
630 i{oxth aroad-day 
P. 0. Box 149 
SantaBna,CA 92702 

Dear Mr. Jacobs: 

Hrs. Jordan of . Rills was here in Sacramento 
recently to inc&re &mzrning tile restoration of a homaownere' 
exesrption (Jordan, . (JT), Asseesort's same1 ilo. 

) which was ternhated in 1977 after both the Advice of 
Temalnation Hotice aaci Sotice of Property Valuation were return& 
to your Office by the Post Office in March 1977 and July 1977, 
respectively, with tho notation: 

%ot Deliverable .As Addressed 
Unable To Forward" 

An wa understand the situation, the Jotdans were 
receiving the ho~eownersg exertion for their residence at 

the 1977-78 fiscal'yek. 
qor several years prior to 

In Xxch 1377, m A&ice of Tcmination 
k'otice was sent to tiaa Jordan8 at I, but it was 
undelivered and returned to your office. In July l.977, a Gotice 
of ?xosertv Valuation Was sent to tile &rdanB at 

rut it also *was undo1ivered and returned to your 
office. As a result, the exemption was temicated, presumably 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 255.6 of the Ravenus ar,d 
Taxation Code and Property Tax Puke 135(c). 

The Advice of Terzimtion IJotice was not delivered 
mssibly because no reference to “D” or "Cnit De was included 
in the adciress.- The :Gotice of Property Valuatiotl was not 
delivered because of Post Office nishandling (Septmber 12, 1978, 
letter from Postmater to f-irs. Jordan). -Uncier the circuimt~cc8, 
we believe that you can restore t.!m hoixeowners' exemption for, 
1977.7a and 1978-79 fiscal years upon ccnfirzation that the 
Jordan8 owned and occupied tkm property as their principal 
place of residence on the March 1 lien dates.. 



Hr. SraGley L. Jacobs 

Al+bsucjh the 

Ho- 3, 1978 

exan?tion -as temimtcd, it 
appears that further vorificaticn UFO rec=eiFt of tIi0 returned 
Advice of Tcrair,atLon ::otic3 would have established that the 
Jordan8 were still eliqfile for tie exmiption. In an irtntance 
such a8 this, it is (3ar ophion that an a352s5or zay correct tie 
roll purL3um.t to Section 4331 and that a homeowner -may claim a 
refund and obtain a redtiction in lzxea us the result of the 
restoratfon of the eU!IIlptiOA w&ret 

1. a valid exesqtfon claim ha8 been on file, 

2. them has been no further verification u-pm 
receipt of the returmd Advice of TenziiAation 
Notice, 

3. tb8 homeowrmr has not canc8~led the exeiz@tion, 

4. the hczmwmr can establish that he was eligible 

JKH:fr 

for the exemption for the year or years in +stion. 

Janek3 K. WzHanigal , Jr. 
Tax Counsel 

_ _ 
cct J 

bC: Mr. Verne Walton (W. Grommet) 
Legal Section 


